LORD  OXFORD WAS SHAKESPEARE
imposed,, the one above the other, with accuracy;
and an important feature is the outward cast in
the respective right eyes.    The Earl of Oxford,
therefore, at the age of forty-seven (1597) stood for
the portrait reputed to be *c Shakespeare.'3   Father
Beauclerk holds that the "Ashbourne" was the
original portrait, of which others are variants; as
is probable, seeing that the first work published
under the name Shakespeare appeared in 1593.
Chambers considers that "none of the innumer-
able portraits that pass as Shakespeare's carry any
degree of authenticity";   and Father Beauclerk
has made a chart  which establishes that many
are based on the "Ashbourne/3    It would seem
that the upper figures,  indicating  the age  as
forty-seven, were inscribed when the picture was
painted; and that the date 1611, in larger figures,
was subsequently added.   If this date refers to the
age of the poet, it would be a needless addition,
and in the case of the Earl of Oxford inaccurate,
whereas it cannot represent the date of the picture,
since Oxford died in 1604.    Shakspere of Strat-
ford reached the age of forty-seven in 1611, and
this date was added, possibly in 1623 (Folio) 9 in
order to lead the public to suppose that the picture^
represented the Stratford man and thus maintain
the anonymity of Oxford.    Mr. Allen (p. 326)
proves that Chapman must have seen the "Ash-
bourne/5 and quotes from the Revenge of JBussy
d'Ambois, II, i:
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